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Letter 69  

Robert Bundy 
November 12, 2004 

 

69-1 The comment questions CDC plans to house condemned inmates once the CIC is fully occupied. 
Please refer to response to comment 22-4.  

69-2 The comment asks whether CDC has considered other sites for development of the project and 
future expansion. Please refer to master response 1 and response to comment 22-4.  

69-3 The comment states that the project ignores analysis of local and regional plans. Please refer to 
response to comment 9-6. 
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Letter 70 

Larry and Kelly Sultan 
November 12, 2004 

 

70-1 The comment states that the Draft EIR does not adequately address visual, economic, and other 
environmental effects of the project on the residents of Greenbrae Boardwalk, Marin Park, and 
Larkspur RV Park located west of SQSP. The comment does not specifically describe how the 
analysis is inadequate. Because no specific issues pertaining to the analysis are identified, no 
further response can be provided. 

 The comment, on behalf of the Greenbrae Boardwalk community, also requested a meeting with 
CDC to discuss the environmental impacts of the project. CDC responded to the comment’s 
request and attended a meeting with representatives of Greenbrae Boardwalk on December 16, 
2004. Please refer to response to comments 16-1 through 16-3 and to Master Response 2. 
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Letter 71  

Edward Grammens 
November 12, 2004 

 

71-1 This comment letter provides the same comments as comment letter 22. Please refer to responses 
to comments 22-1 through 22-12. 
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Letter 72 

Lila Hillard 
November 12, 2004 

 

72-1 The comment expresses opposition to the project. This comment is acknowledged. Because no 
issues related to the environmental impacts of the project were raised, no further response can be 
provided. 
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Letter 73 

Sarah Jarmon 
November 12, 2004 

 

73-1 This comment is prefatory to subsequent comments in the letter. Please refer to responses to 
comments 73-2 and 73-3.  

73-2 The comment requests that the No Project Alternative be evaluated in greater detail and asserts 
that the “need” for the project would be eliminated if statewide prison populations are reduced or 
CDC ceases segregating condemned inmates. The Draft EIR analysis fully complies with the 
requirements of CEQA. Please refer to Master Response 1 and response to comment 21-2. 

73-3 The comment states that the Draft EIR did not meet the legal obligations to consider alternative 
locations. CDC disagrees. Please refer to Master Response 1. 

73-4 The comment states that relocation of condemned inmates or the entire SQSP prison population 
would result in the closure of the SQSP site and suggests that there may be environmental 
benefits to its closure that were not evaluated in the Draft EIR. Please refer to response to 
comment 21-4. 

73-5 The comment states that the Draft EIR should provide a more detailed analysis of potential 
stormwater impacts, but does not indicate why the analysis in the Draft EIR is not adequate. The 
Draft EIR analyzes the project’s potential stormwater quality impacts to San Francisco Bay. 
Please refer to Section 4.8-1 (“Hydrology and Water Quality”) of the Draft EIR. Because no 
specific issues pertaining to the analysis are identified, no further response can be provided. 
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Letter 74 

Sam Bower 
No Date 

 

74-1 The comment expresses opposition to the project and states that the project would increase traffic 
along Sir Francis Drake Boulevard. The project’s transportation impacts, including impacts along 
Sir Francis Drake Boulevard, were thoroughly addressed in Section 4.12, “Transportation,” of the 
Draft EIR. Because no specific issues pertaining to the analysis are identified, no further response 
can be provided. 
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Letter 75 

Robert and Dorothy Moy 
No Date 

 

75-1 The comment states that Dairy Hill should be preserved on-site. This comment is acknowledged. 
The comment states that Dairy Hill shields the Boardwalk community from lighting and inmate 
noise at SQSP. As depicted in photographs taken from the Boardwalk (Master Response 2), most 
of SQSP is visible from the Boardwalk. As shown in Exhibit 4.1-5a of the Draft EIR, existing 
light standards extend above Dairy Hill. Nevertheless, CDC agrees that lighting from the CIC, as 
well as views of the CIC, would be a significant impact. Please see responses to comments 16-1 
through 16-3 and Master Response 2. 

75-2 The comment suggests that other project alternatives should be considered in the Draft EIR. 
Please refer to Master Response 1. 
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Letter 76 

Judy Morgan 
No Date 

 

76-1 The comment states that the project’s budget should be used for educational programs aimed at 
keeping youth out of prison. This comment is not relevant to the analysis presented in the Draft 
EIR. No further response is necessary as no issues related to the environmental impacts of the 
project were raised. 
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Letter 77 

David Rose 
No Date 

 

77-1 The comment expresses opposition to the project because of light and wildlife impacts. This 
comment is acknowledged. No further response is necessary as no issues related to the 
environmental impacts of the project were raised.  

77-2 The comment asks if the Draft EIR evaluated impacts to clapper rails. The biological impacts of 
the project, including impacts to clapper rails, were evaluated in Section 4.3, “Biological 
Resources,” of the Draft EIR.  

77-3 The comment questions whether the community would want to continue to support SQSP. This 
comment is acknowledged. No further response is necessary as no issues related to the 
environmental impacts of the project were raised.  

77-4 The comment makes a statement regarding the safety of the prison associated with earthquakes 
and its proximity to water. The seismic and geologic impacts of the project were evaluated in 
Section 4.6, “Earth Resources,” of the Draft EIR. The project would be designed in accordance 
with Title 24, Seismic Zone 4 Earthquake Standards, to withstand earthquakes. Because no 
specific issues pertaining to the analysis are identified, no further response can be provided. 

77-5 The comment request that SQSP be closed and relocated. Please refer to Master Response 1. 
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Letter 78 

Larry and Kelly Sultan 
No Date 

 

78-1 The comment states that the Draft EIR does not adequately address visual, economic, and other 
environmental effects of the project on the residents of Greenbrae Boardwalk, Marin Park, and 
Larkspur RV Park located immediately west of SQSP, but does not specifically describe how the 
analysis is inadequate. Please refer to Master Response 2. Because no specific issues pertaining to 
the analysis are identified, no further response can be provided. 

 The comment, on behalf of the Greenbrae Boardwalk community, requested a meeting with CDC 
to discuss the environmental impacts of the project. CDC responded to the comment’s request 
and attended a meeting with representatives of Greenbrae Boardwalk on December 16, 2004. 
Please refer to response to comments 16-1 through 16-3 and Master Response 2. 
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Letter 79  

Frances Barbour Hayden 
No Date 

 

79-1 The comment restates that the points raised in comment letter 54. Please see response to 
comments 54-1 through 54-6. 
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Letter 80  

Joyce Bonifield 
November 4, 2004 

 

80-1 The comment expresses opposition to the project. This comment is acknowledged. No further 
response is necessary as no issues related to the environmental impacts of the project were raised. 

80-2 The comment states that the proposed lights and electric fence could have significant effects on bird 
and other animal populations in nearby wetlands. The biological resources analysis (Draft EIR Section 
4.3) evaluated these impacts. Specific comments on the analysis were not raised, so no other response 
can be provided. 

80-3 The comment asks how many new employees would be required for the project and states that the 
increased traffic in the area of the project site cannot be accommodated. As described in Section 3.7, 
the project would result in a maximum increase of 648 staff at SQSP. The project’s transportation 
impacts were evaluated in Section 4.12, “Transportation,” of the Draft EIR. Because no specific issues 
pertaining to the analysis are identified, no further response can be provided. 

80-4 The comment states that the noise associated with the project would not be compatible with the 
project site’s residential neighbors. The project’s noise impacts were evaluated in Section 4.9, 
“Noise,” of the Draft EIR. Regarding construction noise, please see response to comment 11-16. As 
described, mitigation is included to reduce noise to employee residents located on the project site. This 
same measure would reduce construction noise to residents of the Greenbrae Boardwalk, located over 
2,000 feet from the site at their closest location, to a less-than-significant level. Regarding operational 
noise, the only additional noise source from the project discernable to the Boardwalk would be 
daytime speaker noise. Because CIC inmates would not be outside at night, nighttime speaker noise 
would not be expected. Because of the enclosed design of proposed facilities, and the fact that yard 
areas are located in a central courtyard surrounded by buildings, PA speaker noise is anticipated to be 
less than existing PA speaker noise. 

80-5 The comment states death row should be relocated to a site closer to the prisoner’s own communities. 
With regards to alternate locations for the project, please refer to Section 7.4 of the Draft EIR and 
Master Response 1. SQSP currently houses most of California’s condemned male inmate population. 
These inmates were sentenced to death throughout California and are not located within one region or 
county. 
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Letter 81 

Andrea Salinas 
No Date 

 

81-1 The comment expresses opposition to the project. This comment is acknowledged. No further 
response is necessary as no issues related to the environmental impacts of the project were raised. 

 

EDAW  San Quentin State Prison 
Comments and Responses to Comments 3-340 Condemned Inmate Complex Project Final EIR 



sacramento
Line

sacramento
Line




sacramento
Line

sacramento
Line

sacramento
Line

sacramento
Line

sacramento
Line

sacramento
Line




Letter 82  

David Kunhardt 
November 4, 2004 

 

82-1 The comment refers the reader to attached remarks. Please refer to response to comments 82-2 
through 82-6. 

82-2 The comment states that CDC has an obligation to consider the long-term environmental and 
economic future of the region and not just the 2003 Legislature. The Draft EIR analysis fully 
complies with the requirements of CEQA. Furthermore, the legislation creating CEQA and the 
legislation authorizing the proposed CIC are both state laws, and both have the same legal 
standing. In other words, the EIR needs to comply with CEQA but cannot impose CEQA above 
or below other legislative actions. 

82-3 The comment states that the project alternatives evaluated in the Draft EIR are inconsistent with 
the San Quentin Vision Plan. CDC disagrees. Although not required by CEQA, CDC evaluated 
an alternative that considered implementation of the proposed (not approved) San Quentin Vision 
Plan. Please refer Section 7.5 of the Draft EIR. Please also refer to Master Response 1. 

82-4 The comment states that the location of the project near west gate would prohibit private-party 
investment in development of SQSP. This comment does not address specific issues pertaining to 
the EIR, so no further response can be provided. 

82-5 The comment states that the Draft EIR should consider the economic costs of redevelopment of 
the existing SQSP. The project will not initiate redevelopment of the existing SQSP. Please refer 
to response to comment 11-3. Because no specific issues pertaining to the analysis are identified, 
no further response can be provided. 

82-6 The comment states that the Draft EIR does not evaluate and price alternative sites for the 
location of the project. Please refer to Master Response 1. 
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Letter 83 

Joyce Bonifield 
No Date 

 

83-1 The comment expresses opposition to the project. This comment is acknowledged. No further 
response is necessary as no issues related to the environmental impacts of the project were raised.  

83-2 The comment asks why water-saving toilets are not already located in the main prison facility. As 
discussed in Section 4.11, “Public Services,” of the Draft EIR, CDC is in the process of installing 
and plans to install automatic flush valves on 2,600 prison toilets at existing SQSP. CDC is 
securing funds for the purchase and installation of the valves, and these flush values will be 
installed before completion of the proposed CIC project. 
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